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and assume that it began on the mainland before the days of the 
great colonization ; that the court lays (cf. Chadwick's Heroic 
Age), sung in Achaean Mycenae, Pylos, and Sparta, were taken 
to Asia Minor and developed and perfected ; that some of the 
Achaean leaders were real men under real names (Mr. Leaf is 
not troubled by sarcastic references to Menelaus as " a well- 
known infantry officer with auburn whiskers ") ; and that the 
matter in the Catalogue of the Greek Ships cannot be reconciled 
with the rest of Homer. 

Mr. Leaf, finally, does not deny the need of further light upon 
problems such as : (a) What, if anything, does the Homeric 
Epos contain of tradition earlier than itself ? (b) Does Heracles 
typify Minoan civilization? (c) Are the adventures of Odys- 
seus based on Minoan legend? (d) How is the Homeric Epos 
related to all the mass of Athenian legend ? 

Mr. Leaf's full exposition of his theories cannot be fairly 
judged by any abridgment. His great authority as an Homeric 
scholar will inevitably secure for this his latest contribution a 
detailed study of the whole context. 

Francis G. Allinson. 

Brown University. 



Lucian's Atticism. The Morphology of the Verb. (Disserta- 
tion presented in candidacy for the degree of Doctor of 
Philosophy) by Roy J. Deferrari. Princeton University 
Press, 1916. Pp. 82+ (annotated) index. 

This dissertation, confined to the morphology of the verb, 
is the fruit of an investigation of Lucian's language in relation 
to the other Atticists and to the koivt). 

Previous studies of Lucian's Atticism, the author urges, are 
incomplete or are based on imperfect knowledge of MS read- 
ings and of their relative value. He acknowledges, however, 
his indebtedness to Du Mesnil, Chabert, and Schmid. For his 
own examination of MS evidence he depends on Nilen's critical 
edition, as far as it goes, i. e., Nos. 1-14, and for the remainder 
fortifies himself by a collation of Jacobitz, Fritzsche, Sommer- 
brodt, etc., supplemented by photographic facsimiles of TUZN. 

This process, he believes, affords " sufficient control of both 
groups of MSS to make this study possible ". 

Seven pieces included in the Lucianic corpus he excludes 
altogether, either as obviously spurious or, in the case of the 
two pseudo-Ionic pieces, as not germane to a discussion on 
Atticism. Fourteen other pieces are relegated to discussion in 
footnotes for varying reasons : two, the Podagra and Ocypus, 
as written in verse; the Lexiphanes (though genuine, as he 
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believes), because the subject-matter is Atticism ; and the other 
eleven — Hippias, Longaevi, Iudicium Vocalium, Soloecista, 
Parasitus, Asinus, Saltatio, Amores, Abdicatus, Demosthenes, 
and Saturnalia — because their authenticity has been more or 
less strongly impugned. 

All editors, it may be remarked, are by no means in agreement 
in regard to this list. The Iudicium Vocalium, for example, is 
accepted as genuine by both Jacobitz and Sommerbrodt and its 
content with its peculiarly Lucianic humour — a factor which, 
though subjective, may be claimed to be of at least equal weight 
with the necessarily tentative proof from sporadic forms — seems 
to mark it as a certainly genuine, if youthful, Lucianic curtain- 
raiser. Mr. Deferrari's objection, however, is entitled to con- 
sideration. On the score of two un-Attic forms, vPX eT0 an d 
opaOrjvcu, he believes that the piece is spurious. 

Chapters I-VIII are devoted to detailed examination of the 
following morphological questions : tt vs. aa ; op. or /* ; v e<£eA- 
kvutikov ; augment ; verb-endings ; collateral present forms, in- 
cluding contract verbs ; tenses, future and perfect ; irregular 
verbs. 

Chapter IX gives a brief summary of noteworthy matters 
in the excluded pieces. He concludes that of all the pieces re- 
jected the Longaevi, Soloecista, Iudicium Vocalium, Asinus, and 
Amores show the greatest variation from Lucianic usage — 
almost enough, in fact, to prove that they are spurious. The 
Lexiphanes shows no noteworthy variation whatever. 

In the concluding chapter, " Lucian as an Atticist in Relation 
to the MS. Tradition ", he argues that Lucian's deviations from 
good Attic are due either to a sense of dramatic fitness or to 
a desire to avoid obscurity or pronounced pedantry. Hence 
the naturalness of his style. Minor inconsistencies may be due 
to the insertion of Attic forms by an Atticist reviser, or to care- 
less admission of koivt] forms by Lucian or by the scribes. Mr. 
Deferrari rejects the theory of a sweeping Attic recension and 
concludes that " on the whole the tradition faithfully represents 
Lucian's usage ; — modified, however, by the insertion of a 
small number of Atticisms and a much greater number of vul- 
garisms. Lucian was more Attic, not less Attic, than as we 
now know him ". 

Mr. Deferrari's dissertation is a welcome contribution to the 
study of Lucian, and it is to be hoped that it will be followed 
up by the further investigations which he promises in his 
introduction. 

Francis G. Allinson. 

Brown University. 



